
VIA ELECTRONIC FILING
Marlene H. Dortch
Secretary
Federal Communications Commission
445 Twelfth Street, SW
Washington, DC 20554

Re: Ex Parte Notification, Reexamination of Roaming Obligations of 
Commercial Mobile Radio Service Providers

Dear Ms. Dortch:

On April 6, 2011, pursuant to Section 1.1204(a)(10)(iv) of the Commission’s rules, the 
undersigned on behalf of Verizon Wireless spoke via telephone with Charles Mathias, Senior 
Legal Advisor to Commissioner Meredith Attwell Baker, at Mr. Mathias’ request.  The parties 
discussed legal distinctions between common and private carriage 
court’s recognition that “a carrier will not be a common carrier where its practice is to make 
individualized decisions, in particular cases, whether and on what terms to deal,” 
F.2d 630, 641 (D.C. Cir. 1976).  This discussion was cons
positions set forth in ex parte presentations submitted in the docket on March 30, 2011 and 
November 8, 2010. 

Pursuant to section 1.1206(b)(2) 
being filed electronically with your office.

cc: Charles Mathias
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April 6, 2011

Federal Communications Commission

, Reexamination of Roaming Obligations of 
Commercial Mobile Radio Service Providers, WT Docket No. 05-265

On April 6, 2011, pursuant to Section 1.1204(a)(10)(iv) of the Commission’s rules, the 
n behalf of Verizon Wireless spoke via telephone with Charles Mathias, Senior 

Legal Advisor to Commissioner Meredith Attwell Baker, at Mr. Mathias’ request.  The parties 
discussed legal distinctions between common and private carriage – in particular, the NARUC I 
court’s recognition that “a carrier will not be a common carrier where its practice is to make 
individualized decisions, in particular cases, whether and on what terms to deal,” NARUC I
F.2d 630, 641 (D.C. Cir. 1976).  This discussion was consistent with Verizon Wireless’s 

presentations submitted in the docket on March 30, 2011 and 

Pursuant to section 1.1206(b)(2) of the Commission’s rules, this ex parte notification is 
lly with your office.

Respectfully submitted,

/s/ Adam D. Krinsky                       
Adam D. Krinsky
Counsel to Verizon Wireless
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On April 6, 2011, pursuant to Section 1.1204(a)(10)(iv) of the Commission’s rules, the 
n behalf of Verizon Wireless spoke via telephone with Charles Mathias, Senior 

Legal Advisor to Commissioner Meredith Attwell Baker, at Mr. Mathias’ request.  The parties 
NARUC I 

court’s recognition that “a carrier will not be a common carrier where its practice is to make 
NARUC I, 525 

istent with Verizon Wireless’s 
presentations submitted in the docket on March 30, 2011 and 

notification is 

                            


